1. Introduction {#sec1-ijerph-16-04744}
===============

With the increase in the need for surgical or invasive procedures, emerging infectious diseases, and prevalence of multidrug-resistant bacteria, the role of health professionals in protecting patient safety has been emphasized \[[@B1-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Health care-associated infection can occur during a patient's treatment process or many surgical procedures and poses a major threat to patient safety and care \[[@B2-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Health care-associated infections prolong hospital stays and increase the medical cost burden \[[@B3-ijerph-16-04744],[@B4-ijerph-16-04744]\]. In Korea, the incidence of health care-associated infections has been reported to occur in 5% to 10% of hospitalized patients \[[@B5-ijerph-16-04744]\]. In 2015, 186 Korean cases of Middle East Respiratory Syndrome coronavirus (MERS-CoV) occurred, mostly due to inappropriate infection control within the hospital \[[@B6-ijerph-16-04744]\]. For these reasons, Korean health care authorities and the government have strongly emphasized the control and prevention of health care-associated infections \[[@B6-ijerph-16-04744],[@B7-ijerph-16-04744]\]. In particular, standard precautions comprise the minimal infection prevention policy that must be followed regardless of the kind of infectious disease; however, several international studies have reported that health professionals' adherence to standard precautions is suboptimal \[[@B1-ijerph-16-04744],[@B3-ijerph-16-04744]\].

Patient safety consists of an absence of errors and preventable accidents that can occur during the health care process, and the elimination or alleviation of patient injury \[[@B8-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Patient safety management includes health care-associated infection prevention \[[@B2-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Globally, government engagement, and intervention in patient safety management in the health care environment is increasing \[[@B9-ijerph-16-04744]\]. In the United States, the Centre for Disease Control and Prevention and the Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee have recognized the negative impact of health care-associated infection on patients' prognosis and the increased social costs due to increasing hospital infections. In 1996, they published a guideline for hospital isolation precautions; a revised version followed in 2007, and adherence among health care professionals was strongly recommended \[[@B10-ijerph-16-04744]\].

The Korean government adopted a Health Care Accreditation policy in 2004 to assess medical service quality and continuously strengthen insufficient areas \[[@B11-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Thus, the Patient Safety Act was enacted in early 2015. In 2017, the Korea Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and Korean Society for Health Care-associated Infection Control and Prevention developed a standardized health care-associated infection prevention guideline in accordance with the circumstances \[[@B5-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Adherence to standard precautions comprises the minimum infection prevention practices that apply to all patient care including hand hygiene, sharps safety, use of personal protection, respiratory hygiene; safe management of blood and body fluid spillages; and decontamination of equipment, waste, linen, and laundry \[[@B10-ijerph-16-04744]\]. While standard precautions serve as the universal infection prevention guidelines which must always be followed, the results of several studies focused on nurses have revealed low adherence rates \[[@B1-ijerph-16-04744],[@B12-ijerph-16-04744]\].

Nurses interact closely with patients for 24 h and are the medical personnel with the highest contact frequency. Thus, nurses' adherence to standard precautions in health care settings and awareness of patient safety management is essential to ensuring patient safety \[[@B13-ijerph-16-04744],[@B14-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Few studies have explored factors such as awareness regarding the importance of patient safety management affecting standard precautions among hospital nurses in Korea. The standard precaution adherence rates of Korean nurses have been reported to range from 60% to 80% and vary according to the work environment. Importantly, while knowledge and awareness of standard precautions are high, the reported adherence rates were relatively low \[[@B15-ijerph-16-04744],[@B16-ijerph-16-04744]\].

Before strategizing how to improve adherence rates, more studies are needed to identify the influential factors, including working conditions. Several studies have reported on individual factors such as knowledge, attitude burnout, clinical performance ability, experience, and participation in education \[[@B1-ijerph-16-04744],[@B12-ijerph-16-04744],[@B16-ijerph-16-04744],[@B17-ijerph-16-04744],[@B18-ijerph-16-04744],[@B19-ijerph-16-04744]\]. At the organizational level, patient safety culture, personal protective equipment accessibility, and work environment \[[@B1-ijerph-16-04744],[@B3-ijerph-16-04744],[@B14-ijerph-16-04744]\] have been reported as factors that affect nurses' adherence to standard precautions. Particularly, it is necessary that health professionals demonstrate a high level of commitment and a strong, cohesive spirit among various departments in health care settings \[[@B9-ijerph-16-04744],[@B20-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Importantly, patient safety management should be maintained in all hospitals to provide better quality of care. In this context, nurses' perception of patient safety management may be linked to workload demands, which involve lower safety activities such as infection control \[[@B21-ijerph-16-04744],[@B22-ijerph-16-04744]\]. However, few studies have investigated whether nurses' perceptions of patient safety management are related to their adherence to standard precautions.

This study aimed to describe hospital nurses' adherence to standard precautions and identify the impact of their perception of patient safety management on adherence to standard precautions after adjusting for socio-demographic and work-related characteristics.

2. Methods {#sec2-ijerph-16-04744}
==========

2.1. Study Design and Setting {#sec2dot1-ijerph-16-04744}
-----------------------------

This descriptive cross-sectional study used a convenience sample of hospital nurses employed in a tertiary teaching, university-affiliated hospital in Seoul, Korea. The inclusion criteria were as follows: nurses with a minimum of one year of clinical experience in hospital settings. Nurses who did not participate in direct patient care were excluded. The number of subjects required for multiple linear regression analysis was calculated using the G\*Power 3.1.9.2 program \[[@B23-ijerph-16-04744]\]. The sample size required for the multiple regression method was 292, with an effect size of 0.10, significance level of α = 0.05, power (1 − β) = 0.95, and 15 predictors. A self-report questionnaire was distributed to 350 nurses, considering the dropout rate of 20% \[[@B24-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Among the 332 questionnaires returned (response rate: 94.9%), 3 were excluded because the respondents had not included demographic characteristics (e.g., education level). Therefore, 329 questionnaires were analyzed.

2.2. Measures {#sec2dot2-ijerph-16-04744}
-------------

### 2.2.1. Socio-Demographics and Work-Related Characteristics {#sec2dot2dot1-ijerph-16-04744}

Nurses' socio-demographic characteristics consisted of age (years), marital status (married or partnered/single) and educational level (college/university/graduate school). The following work-related characteristics were measured: clinical experience (total years of practice, years of practice in current job), current position (staff/charge nurses), area of practice (medical ward/surgical ward/intensive care units/emergency department), number of nurses working together, nurse-to-patient ratio, working hours per week, prior training in patient safety (yes/no) and infection control education (yes/no).

### 2.2.2. Adherence to Standard Precautions {#sec2dot2dot2-ijerph-16-04744}

Nurses' adherence to standard precautions was assessed using the Compliance with Standard Precaution Scale (CSPS) \[[@B25-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Permission to use the CSPS was obtained from the original author via email. The tool was carried out in a forward--backward translation procedure. At first, two researchers, proficient in both English and Korean, independently translated the CSPS into Korean, and then a third researcher compared the two versions and selected the best translation. Next, the translated Korean CSPS was evaluated by ten nurse experts with more than 10 years of clinical experience and postgraduate degrees to verify understanding and cultural congruence as well as to evaluate content validity. The four attributes of the questions were rated on a 4-point scale (1 = "not relevant"; 4 = "highly relevant"). The content validity index was 0.87, with good congruence with the original version. To ensure the validity of the questionnaire, a pilot study was conducted two weeks prior to the main study. The questionnaire was distributed to 10 staff nurses to be tested for user-friendliness and clarity. No changes were made to the questionnaire after the pilot study as all questions were found to be clear. The questionnaire took 10 to 15 min to complete. Finally, the translation was sent to the original developer for another discussion to decide on the Korean translated version of the CSPS. The 20 items are rated on a 4-point Likert scale ranging from 1 to 4 (1 = "never", 2 = "seldom", 3 = "sometimes" and 4 = "always"). One point was given only to the response "always" and "never" to the reverse scoring item. No score was given to responses "seldom" and "sometimes". The total scores ranged from 0 to 20, and a higher score signified higher adherence to standard precautions. For the original study \[[@B25-ijerph-16-04744]\], Cronbach's α was 0.73; in this study, it was 0.82.

### 2.2.3. Nurses' Perception of Patient Safety Management {#sec2dot2dot3-ijerph-16-04744}

Nurses' perception of patient safety management was assessed using the Perception of Importance on Patient Safety Management scale (PI-PSM), and permission to use it was obtained from the Korean original authors \[[@B22-ijerph-16-04744]\]. The 21 item questionnaire was categorized into four factors as "concern about patient safety management" (7 items), "confidence about patient safety management" (5 items), "will for patient safety management" (5 items), and "recognition about patient safety management" (4 items). Each item was rated on a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 to 5 (1 = "strongly disagree", 2 = "disagree", 3 = "neither", 4 = "agree" and 5 = "strongly agree"). Higher scores indicated that recognition of the importance of patient safety management was high. The Cronbach's α coefficient was 0.86 when the scale was developed and 0.93 in this study.

2.3. Statistical Analysis {#sec2dot3-ijerph-16-04744}
-------------------------

Data were analyzed using the SPSS statistics version 23.0 (IBM Corp, Armonk, NY, USA) and tested at a significance level of 5% (two-sided). Descriptive statistics, which included frequencies, percentage, mean, and standard deviation, were used to report participants' socio-demographic information and work-related characteristics. Differences in adherence to standard precautions by socio-demographics and work-related characteristics were analyzed using the independent *t*-test and one-way ANOVA. However, to investigate the difference in adherence to standard precautions by educational level, we used the Kruskal-Wallis test. Bonferroni adjustment was applied to multiple comparisons on continuous variables. The measurement tools' internal reliability was tested using Cronbach's α. Pearson, Spearman's rho and Kendall's tau correlation were performed. Multiple linear regression was conducted to identify associations among the main variables.

2.4. Ethical Considerations {#sec2dot4-ijerph-16-04744}
---------------------------

Ethical approval was granted by the institutional review board (IRB No. 1732-001-274). The primary investigator contacted the hospital's nurse managers and explained the aim of the study and data collection process. Data were collected from July to August in 2017. Two research assistants were then trained to assist with both the distribution and collection of the questionnaires in each of the participating hospital units. An information letter followed the questionnaire. Participants were informed about the study's purpose and asked to provide their written consent.

3. Results {#sec3-ijerph-16-04744}
==========

3.1. Nurses' Socio-Demographics and Work-Related Characteristics {#sec3dot1-ijerph-16-04744}
----------------------------------------------------------------

All the participants were female, the average age was 29.48 ± 4.50 years, and 242 (73.6%) were single. The majority were university graduates (73.9%) and staff nurses (83.0%). The average for the nurses' total clinical experience was 6.74 ± 4.72 years. Participants were working in medical (31.3%), surgical (24.9%), or intensive care units (19.8%). The average nurse-to-patient ratio was one nurse to 10.25 ± 4.63 patients, and the average working hours per week were 44.57 ± 4.06. Most participants had previously attended patient safety education and infection control education course. The mean score of perception of patient safety management was 3.89 ± 0.46 ([Table 1](#ijerph-16-04744-t001){ref-type="table"}).

3.2. Nurses' Adherence to Standard Precautions {#sec3dot2-ijerph-16-04744}
----------------------------------------------

[Table 2](#ijerph-16-04744-t002){ref-type="table"} shows the five highest and lowest scored items for adherence to standard precautions. The average score of the standard precaution adherence was 10.71 ± 4.39, and the overall adherence rate was approximately 53.5%. The item with the highest adherence was "I put used sharp articles into sharps box" (94.8%), whereas the item with the lowest adherence was "I wear a gown or apron when exposed to blood, body fluids, or any patient excretions" (17.9%).

3.3. Differences in Adherence to Standard Precautions by Socio-Demographic and Work-Related Characteristics Among Nurses {#sec3dot3-ijerph-16-04744}
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Post hoc Bonferroni analysis showed significant differences in the total number of nurses working together, and the nurse-to-patient ratio. Namely, there was a higher adherence rate for the group with less than 20 nurses working together compared to the group with 20 to 39 nurses (*p* = 0.040). A nurse caring for 5 to 9 patients was more likely to adhere to standard precautions than a nurse looking after 15 or more patients (*p* = 0.046) ([Table 3](#ijerph-16-04744-t003){ref-type="table"}).

3.4. Correlation between Measured Variables {#sec3dot4-ijerph-16-04744}
-------------------------------------------

Before conducting multiple linear regression analysis, we examined the correlation between the main variables ([Table 4](#ijerph-16-04744-t004){ref-type="table"}). Nurses' perceptions of patient safety management were significantly positively correlated with adherence to standard precautions (*r* = 0.413, *p* \< 0.001). On the other hand, there was a significant negative correlation between nurse-to-patient ratio and adherence to standard precautions (*rho* = −0.123, *p* = 0.026).

3.5. Influence of the Perceptions Regarding Patient Safety Management on Adherence to Standard Precautions {#sec3dot5-ijerph-16-04744}
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Before running a multiple linear regression, we identified which variables were affected by multicollinearity. The presence of multicollinearity was examined by a correlation matrix of all of the predictor variables and observing the variance inflation factor. The variance inflation factors were in the range 1.69--2.53. However, there was a correlation of 0.92 between age and total years in practice. Thus, the total years in practice was excluded in multiple linear regression analysis.

The multiple linear regression results showed that perception of patient safety management independently influenced nurses' adherence to standard precautions (*β* = 0.412, *p* \< 0.001, *R*^2^ change = 0.159) after adjusting for socio-demographic and work-related characteristics ([Table 5](#ijerph-16-04744-t005){ref-type="table"}).

4. Discussion {#sec4-ijerph-16-04744}
=============

Nurses' high level of commitment to ensuring proper infection control as an important part of patient safety management is pivotal to maintaining a safe patient environment \[[@B26-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Accordingly, nurses' views on the importance of patient safety management are highly associated with adherence to standard precautions.

First, our study showed that the rates of adherence to standard precautions were found to be 10.71 points (out of 20), with an overall adherence rate of 53.5%. The standard precaution adherence rate found in this study was lower than the results of previous studies, namely, Cruz et al.'s findings \[[@B27-ijerph-16-04744]\], which showed that the average scores for standard precaution adherence were 12.93 points for nurses and 9.75 points for student nurses. According to Pereira et al.'s study \[[@B28-ijerph-16-04744]\], standard precaution adherence rates for Brazilian and Hong Kong nurses were approximately 69.4% and 57.4%, respectively. This discrepancy, compared to previous studies, could have been related to the shorter clinical experiences of the participants in this study. However, the standard precaution adherence rates in this study did not show a significant difference according to clinical experience. Diverse health care settings, including different working conditions or environments, may have also contributed to the inconsistency of this study's results regarding adherence to standard precautions \[[@B1-ijerph-16-04744],[@B14-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Thus, further studies should be conducted with a larger sample in diverse health care settings.

Next, the standard precaution adherence items with the two lowest adherence rates were (1) wearing personal protection equipment (such as a gown or apron), with an adherence rate of 17.9%, and (2) wearing a surgical mask alone or in combination with goggles, a face shield, and an apron, with a adherence rate of 32.2%. This finding was similar to the aforementioned study, which showed that Brazilian and Hong Kong nurses had low adherence rates for wearing personal protection equipment \[[@B28-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Further, our result supported some Korean studies which surveyed Korean hospital nurses \[[@B29-ijerph-16-04744],[@B30-ijerph-16-04744]\], implying that, regardless of nurses' cultural backgrounds, specialized training or education regarding the wearing of personal protective equipment must be well-executed. Suh and Oh \[[@B15-ijerph-16-04744]\] stated that the use of personal protective equipment hinders the formation of a therapeutic relationship with patients and decreases job efficiency due to the time consumed in taking it on it and off as well as the discomfort of wearing it. There were also physical difficulties, such as insufficient equipment and accessibility \[[@B1-ijerph-16-04744],[@B29-ijerph-16-04744]\].

On the other hand, high-quality equipment and adequate communication systems can increase the "wearing rate" \[[@B4-ijerph-16-04744],[@B31-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Thus, supportive training programs to raise nurses' positive perceptions and attitudes are needed to improve their wearing of personal protective equipment. Particularly, nurse educators with organizational support should develop and provide specialized guidelines and interventions that identify the characteristics and problems unique to each department rather than a standardized approach for the entire nursing staff in a hospital.

In the present study, standard precaution adherence rates were relatively high in units with fewer than 20 nurses, such as newborn nurseries, delivery rooms, and psychiatric wards. Shin et al. \[[@B30-ijerph-16-04744]\] found that the standard precaution adherence rates of nurses in the newborn nurseries were higher than those of nurses in medical, surgical, and intensive care units. Since newborns are vulnerable to infections, and an environment with a large number of newborns is highly susceptible to the spread of infections, thorough implementation of infection prevention guidelines is important \[[@B32-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Such precautions reflect the specificity of departments that care for patients at high risk of infection, which likely result from safety management awareness and increased performance of safety precautions due to continuous infection rate monitoring and training. Additionally, the rate of adherence to standard precautions in this study was significantly lower among nurses who worked in settings where there were more than 15 patients per RN per shift. According to Korean medical laws, the daily patient census per RN is 2.5, which converts to an estimated patient-per-RN rate of approximately 15 per shift. The average estimated patient-per-RN rate per shift in Korean general hospitals from 1996 to 2013 was 16.3 to 21.8, which exceeded the minimum standards required by law \[[@B33-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Failure to obtain an adequate number of nurses leads to increased job burden, insufficient nursing time, and decreased job performance ability \[[@B34-ijerph-16-04744]\], and an increased rate of infections \[[@B17-ijerph-16-04744],[@B34-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Accordingly, sufficient numbers of appropriately qualified nurses or optimal nurse-to-patient ratio should be considered to increase the rate of adherence to standard precautions for patient safety.

This study demonstrated that there was a significant positive correlation between nurses' standard precaution adherence and their perceptions of patient safety management. More importantly, the multiple linear regression results revealed that nurses' perceptions of patient safety management were only significantly associated with adherence to standard precautions after adjusting for other covariates. As nurses' perceptions of patient safety management may affect nursing activities \[[@B14-ijerph-16-04744],[@B26-ijerph-16-04744],[@B35-ijerph-16-04744]\], raising nurses' awareness about patient safety management must be prioritized to increase adherence to standard precautions. Particularly, practical guidelines and continuous training to increase nurses' positive awareness, interest, and willingness to participate in patient safety management can contribute to improvements in practicing standard precautions \[[@B36-ijerph-16-04744]\]. Despite no observed significant relationship between nurse-to-patient ratio and adherence to standard precautions in hierarchical analysis, our correlation matrix showed that nurse-to-patient ratio was weakly associated with adherence to standard precautions. According to a recent review \[[@B37-ijerph-16-04744]\], low adherence to standard precautions may be caused by inappropriate work conditions (excessive workload and reduced teams). Thus, intervention studies are needed in future to improve work conditions such as appropriate staff sizing.

This study had some limitations. Due to the cross-sectional research design and focus on a single hospital, there was a lack of causality. Additionally, the convenience sample makes it difficult for generalizing the findings. Therefore, the generalizability of these findings should be investigated using a larger cohort sample as well as in multiple health care settings. This study also used a self-report questionnaire; thus, there might have been discrepancies between the nurses' self-assessment of their adherence to standard precautions and objective assessments.

5. Conclusions {#sec5-ijerph-16-04744}
==============

This study found that the overall adherence rate to standard precautions among hospital nurses was suboptimal. Our main finding highlights that nurses' perceptions of patient safety management were associated with adherence to standard precautions among hospital nurses. This study suggests that supportive, specialized training in wearing personal protective equipment has to be executed well, considering nurses' work environments---including the total number of nurses working together and the nurse-to-patient ratio. Further, nurse educators should develop an integrated undergraduate curriculum regarding patient safety management linked to clinical nurse education to help facilitate a smooth transition to clinical practice. Future studies are needed to investigate the causal relationships between nurses' work environments including patient safety culture and compliance with infection control practices in clinical settings.
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###### 

Socio-demographics and work-related characteristics of participants. *N =* 329.

  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  Variable                                          Category            *N*(%)       Mean ± SD
  ------------------------------------------------- ------------------- ------------ ---------------
  Age (years)                                       22--25              77 (23.4)    29.48 ± 4.50

  26--30                                            127 (38.6)                       

  ≥31                                               125 (38.0)                       

  Marital status                                    Married/Partnered   87 (26.4)    

  Single                                            242 (73.6)                       

  Educational level                                 College (3 years)   51 (15.5)    

  University (4 years)                              243 (73.9)                       

  Graduate school                                   35 (10.6)                        

  Total years in practice                           \<5                 155 (47.1)   6.74 ± 4.72

  5--9                                              81 (24.6)                        

  10--14                                            72 (21.9)                        

  ≥15                                               21 (6.4)                         

  Years in practice in current job                  \<5                 202 (61.4)   4.84 ± 3.80

  5--9                                              82 (24.9)                        

  ≥10                                               45 (13.7)                        

  Current position                                  Staff nurse         273 (83.0)   

  Charge nurse                                      56 (17.0)                        

  Area of practice                                  Medical ward        103 (31.3)   

  Surgical ward                                     82 (24.9)                        

  Intensive care unit                               65 (19.8)                        

  Emergency department                              20 (6.1)                         

  Others                                            59 (17.9)                        

  Total number of nurses working together\          \<20                43 (13.0)    31.61 ± 13.10
  (including nursing assistants)                                                     

  20--39                                            218 (66.3)                       

  40--60                                            68 (20.7)                        

  Nurse-to-patient ratio                            \<5                 69 (20.9)    10.25 ± 4.63

  5--9                                              64 (19.5)                        

  10--14                                            116 (35.3)                       

  ≥15                                               80 (24.3)                        

  Working hours per week\                           40                  113 (34.3)   44.57 ± 4.06
  (including overtimes)                                                              

  41--47                                            115 (35)                         

  ≥48                                               101 (30.7)                       

  Prior experience in patient safety education      Yes                 320 (97.3)   

  No                                                9 (2.7)                          

  Prior experience in infection control education   Yes                 321 (97.6)   

  No                                                8 (2.4)                          

  Perception of patient safety management                                            3.89 ± 0.46
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SD, standard deviation; others, neonatal ward, delivery unit, psychiatric ward.
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###### 

Adherence rate on standard precautions among hospital nurses. *N =* 329.

  Rank                                                     Item                                                                                                                                          Adherence Rate   
  -------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ---------------- ------
  1                                                        I put used sharp articles into sharps box                                                                                                     312              94.8
  2                                                        My mouth and nose are covered when I wear a mask                                                                                              243              73.9
  3                                                        I decontaminate my hands immediately after removal of gloves                                                                                  243              73.9
  4                                                        I wash my hands between patient contacts                                                                                                      227              69.0
  5                                                        I clean up spillage of blood or other body fluid immediately with disinfectants                                                               226              68.7
  16                                                       I take a shower in case of extensive splashing even after I have put on personal protective equipment                                         128              38.9
  17                                                       \* I only use water for hand washing                                                                                                          117              35.6
  18                                                       \* The sharps box is only disposed when it is full                                                                                            110              33.4
  19                                                       I wear a surgical mask alone or in combination with goggles, face shield, and apron whenever there is a possibility of a splash or splatter   106              32.2
  20                                                       I wear a gown or apron when exposed to blood, body fluids, or any patient excretions                                                          59               17.9
  Mean ± SD 10.71 ± 4.39 (Average adherence rate: 53.5%)                                                                                                                                                                  

Scale items were arranged from the highest to lowest adherence rate. \* Reverse scored items.
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###### 

Differences in adherence to standard precautions by socio-demographics and work-related characteristics of participants. *N =* 329.

  Variables                                                 Category                Mean ± SD      *t* or F   *p*
  --------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------- -------------- ---------- -------
  Age (years)                                               22--25                  10.13 ± 4.36   1.626      0.198
  26--30                                                    10.54 ± 4.39                                      
  ≥31                                                       11.22 ± 4.38                                      
  Marital status                                            Married/Partnered       10.86 ± 4.48   −0.388     0.698
  Single                                                    10.65 ± 4.36                                      
  Educational level \*                                      College (three years)   11.08 ± 4.11   5.301      0.357
  University (four years)                                   10.52 ± 4.31                                      
  Graduate school                                           11.43 ± 5.29                                      
  Total years in practice                                   \<5                     10.44 ± 4.30   0.369      0.775
  5--9                                                      10.88 ± 4.62                                      
  10--14                                                    11.00 ± 4.27                                      
  ≥15                                                       11.00 ± 4.80                                      
  Years in practice in current job                          \<5                     10.57 ± 4.41   0.261      0.771
  5--9                                                      10.88 ± 4.39                                      
  ≥10                                                       11.00 ± 4.38                                      
  Current position                                          Nurse                   10.64 ± 4.36   −0.584     0.559
  Charge nurse                                              11.02 ± 4.56                                      
  Area of practice                                          Medical ward            10.71 ± 4.59   1.489      0.205
  Surgical ward                                             10.16 ± 4.71                                      
  Intensive care unit                                       10.89 ± 3.90                                      
  Emergency department                                      9.45 ± 4.31                                       
  Others                                                    11.68 ± 4.02                                      
  Total number of nurses † (including nursing assistants)   \<20 ^a^                12.19 ± 4.47   3.256      0.040
  20--39 ^b^                                                10.35 ± 4.31            a \> b                    
  40--60 ^c^                                                10.90 ± 4.44                                      
  Nurse-to-patient ratio †                                  \<5 ^a^                 10.83 ± 4.03   2.693      0.046
  5--9 ^b^                                                  11.69 ± 4.52            b \> d                    
  10--14 ^c^                                                10.82 ± 4.21                                      
  ≥15 ^d^                                                   9.65 ± 4.69                                       
  Working hours per week (including overtimes)              \<40                    10.66 ± 4.52   0.060      0.942
  40--47                                                    10.82 ± 4.20                                      
  ≥48                                                       10.63 ± 4.55                                      
  Prior experience in patient safety education              Yes                     10.76 ± 4.41   1.415      0.158
  No                                                        8.67 ± 3.43                                       
  Prior experience in infection control education           Yes                     10.72 ± 4.42   0.459      0.646
  No                                                        10.00 ± 3.03                                      

\* H value of Kruskal-Wallis; † significant difference between groups in Bonferroni post hoc test; SD, standard deviation.
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###### 

Correlation between measured variables. *N* = 329.

  Variables                                 Age               Marital Status    Total Years in Practice   Years in Practice in Current Job   Current Position   Total Number of Nurses   Nurse-to- Patient Ratio   Perception of Patient Safety Management   Adherence to Standard Precautions
  ----------------------------------------- ----------------- ----------------- ------------------------- ---------------------------------- ------------------ ------------------------ ------------------------- ----------------------------------------- -----------------------------------
  Age                                       1                                                                                                                                                                                                                
  Marital status                            0.563 (\<0.001)   1                                                                                                                                                                                              
  Total years in practice                   0.921 (\<0.001)   0.542 (\<0.001)   1                                                                                                                                                                            
  Years in practice in current job          0.596 (\<0.001)   0.320 (\<0.001)   0.649 (\<0.001)           1                                                                                                                                                  
  Current position                          0.562 (\<0.001)   0.362 (\<0.001)   0.576 (\<0.001)           0.434 (\<0.001)                    1                                                                                                               
  Total number of nurses                    −0.136 (0.013)    −0.041 (0.460)    −0.127 (0.021)            −0.049 (0.372)                     0.055 (0.316)      1                                                                                            
  Nurse-to-patient ratio                    −0.065 (0.238)    −0.054 (0.329)    −0.012 (0.825)            0.004 (0.946)                      −0.077 (0.166)     −0.327 (\<0.001)         1                                                                   
  Perception of patient safety management   0.201 (\<0.001)   0.171 (0.002)     0.213 (\<0.001)           0.086 (0.119)                      0.207 (\<0.001)    −0.057 (0.304)           −0.051 (0.358)            1                                         
  Adherence to standard precautions         0.105 (0.056)     0.049 (0.374)     0.083 (0.135)             0.617 (0.329)                      0.041 (0.460)      −0.042 (0.451)           −0.123 (0.026)            0.413 (\<0.001)                           1
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###### 

Multiple linear regression analysis predicting adherence to standard precautions. *N =* 329.

  Variables                                    Step 1                 Step 2                                                                          
  -------------------------------------------- ---------------------- -------------------------------- ------------------ --------- ----------------- -----------------
  Age (years)                                  0.096                  1.096 (0.274)                    −0.074 to 0.262    0.078     0.965 (0.335)     −0.079 to 0.230
  Marital status (reference = single)          --0.013                −0.202 (0.840)                   −1.371 to 1.115    --0.040   --0.654 (0.514)   −1.520 to 0.762
  Years in practice in current job             0.008                  0.115 (0.908)                    −0.013 to 0.015    0.005     0.071 (0.943)     −0.011 to 0.013
  Current position (reference = staff nurse)   --0.030                −0.407 (0.695)                   −2.058 to 1.353    --0.090   −1.306 (0.192)    −2.167 to 0.529
  Total number of nurses                       --0.116                −1.736 (0.084)                   −0.083 to 0.005    --0.061   −0.988 (0.324)    −0.061 to 0.020
  Nurse-to-patient ratio                       −0.135                 −2.055 (0.040)                   −0.250 to −0.006   --0.093   −1.554 (0.121)    −0.201 to 0.024
  Perception of patient safety management                                                                                 0.412     7.894 (\<0.001)   0.140 to 0.234
  *Adjusted R*^2^, F (*p*), △*R*^2^            0.007, 1.314 (0.243)   0.166, 10.302 (\<0.001), 0.159                                                  

CI, confidence interval.
